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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 6/1 1/04. 

2. Claims 1-34 are pending in this action. 

3. This action is final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



1. Claims 1-4, 11-15, 22, 23, 25-28 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright (Patent #5,426,594) in view of 
Alprovich ((Patent # 6,175,741). 



In regard to Claims 1,12, 25-28, Wright discloses a communication 
system between terminals, the system comprising: at least two terminals 
communicating with each other; an interface module enabling access to a 
data object for controlling with a terminal of a first party, said data object 
being associated with a second party (Fig. 1, item 108 and Fig. 5, item 
502)(C2, L. 56-63 and C1 1 . L.17-27). However, Wright fails to disclose 
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that a notifying message to be sent substantially instantly to at least a 
predefined ternninal of the second party each time said data object is 
activated by the terminal of the first. Alprovich teaches in his system and 
method that each time a data object is sent from one terminal to another, 
a notification message is activated to inform all parties of such update (C8, 
L. 58-67) [The Examiner interprets the business card data update 
associated with a notification process to be equivalent to the Applicant's 
claim for sending a notifying message to a predefined terminal of the 
second party each time a data object is activated by the terminal of the 
first party]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to follow Alprovich on Wright in order 
to provide a better notification method. 



In regard to Claims 2,15, and 32 Wright discloses the communication 
system wherein said data object comprises association data regarding at 
least one of a source, originator, target, and subject of said data object . 

In regard to Claims 3 and 13, Wright further discloses the communication 
system, wherein said data object accessible through an interface module 
is stored on one of the terminal of the first party and a network element 
accessible to the first party (C4, L. 37-55). 
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In regard to Claims 4 and 14, Wright also discloses the communication 
system further comprising stored contact information about the second 
party in one of the terminal of the first party and the network element 
accessible to the first party (C4, L. 54-58). 



In regard to Claims 1 1 and 22, Wright further discloses the communication 
system, wherein the data object to be activated comprises at least one of 
an email, a contact directory entry, a phonebook entry, a short message 
service message, a text message, an image, a picture, a video clip, an 
audio clip, and an animation associated with the second party (Fig.1, item 
136 Email Browser). 



In regard to Claim 23, Wright discloses the method, wherein the step of 
activating the data object comprises one of accessing, reading, writing, 
drawing, editing, copying, fonA/arding, moving, renaming, combining, 
showing details of, attaching a message to, using, listening to, and viewing 
the data object (C5, L. 25-50). 



In regard to Claim 33, Wright discloses a mobile terminal comprising 
means by which a user may use the mobile terminal to access or select a 
data object, wherein said data object is associated with an associated 
party; and means for sending a notification message to the associated 
party whenever the user of mobile terminal uses it to access or select the 
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data object; wherein the notification message is sent to the associated 
party in order to make the associated party aware that the data object with 
which the associated party is associated is being or has been accessed or 
selected by the user of the mobile terminal (Fig. 1)(C2, L. 31-46; C3, L. 54; 
C4, L.1-28; C6, L. 35 and C7, L.1-41). However, Wright does not disclose 
a communication system to be particularly a cellular system. Alprovich 
teaches in his system and method to be applied in a cellular system 
(Abstract)(C2, L.52-66). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to follow Alprovich on 
Wright in order to provide more enhanced methods and applications for 
cellular systems. 

In regard to Claim 34, Wright discloses a mobile tenninal further 
comprising means by which the user the mobile terminal may use the 
mobile terminal to make the association between the data object and the 
associated party (C4, L. 37-55). 

2. Claims 5, 6, 1 6, 1 7, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wright (Patent # 5,426,594) in view of Alprovich ((Patent 
# 6,175,741 ) in further view of Schroeder (Patent # 6,032,053). 



In regard to Claims 5,6,16,17,29 and 30 the combined system of Wright 
and Alprovich discloses a communication system wherein the predefined 
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terminal of the second party further comprises a transceiver for receiving 
the notifying message (Abstract; C2, L.30-46); Wright fails to disclose that 
means for imparting at least one of a tactile signal, an auditory signal and 
a visual signal to be sensed by the second party upon receiving the 
notifying message at the second terminal. Also, Wright fails to disclose 
the means for imparting the tactile signal comprises means for imparting 
at least one of a vibration, a deformation, and a change in temperature. 
However. Schroeder teaches such means of imparting (C7, L. 63-66; C8, 
L.1-20). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include Schreoder's means of signal 
imparting in order to ensure receipt of messages. 

1 . Claims 7, 18, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright (Patent # 5,426,594) in view of Alprovich ((Patent # 
6,175,741) in view of Schroeder (Patent # 6,032.053) in further view of Hoff 
(Patent #5,054,594). 

In regard to Claims 7, 18, and 31 , the combined system does not disclose 
the communication system, wherein the means for imparting a tactile 
signal to be sensed by the second party comprises means for imparting 
the tactile signal to the second party by a device wirelessly linked to the 
second terminal (C7, L.63-66; C8, L.1-20). However, it does not disclose 
the wireless link to be a short-range communication link. Hoff teaches in 
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his modified system, the short-range communication link (C5, L.46-56; C7, 
L.30-33). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include Hoff s link in order to provide 
the second receiving terminal with a short-range communication 
capability. 



2. Claims 8-10 and19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright (Patent # 5,426,594) in view of Alprovich ((Patent # 
6,175,741 ) in view of Schroeder (Patent # 6,032,053) in further view of Doe 
(Patent #5,973.612). 

In regard to Claims 8-10 and 19-21, the combined system discloses the 
communication system, wherein the predefined terminal of the second 
party further comprises a transceiver for receiving the notifying message 
(Wright; Abstract; Fig.1, item 102; C3, L. 54-68; C4, L.I -28). The 
combined system fails to disclose that the notifying message comprises at 
least one of a plurality of different types of notifying messages available to 
send to the second party, Deo teaches the concept of plurality of different 
types of messaging (Abstract; C3, L. 7-1 1 ). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the plurality of message types in order to provide more flexibility. 



3. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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Wright (Patent # 5,426,594) in view of Alprovich ((Patent # 6,1 75,741 ) in further 
view of Cushman (Patent #6,1 25,287). 

In regard to Claim 24, the combined system discloses a mobile terminal 
communicating with other terminals, the mobile terminal comprising; a 
processor; a storage device; and software means operative on the 
processor comprising: means for maintaining in the storage device a 
database listing identified communication partners of a party; means for 
associating data objects with the identified communication partners 
(Abstract; Fig. 1; C2I, L. 31-46; C3, L. 54-68; C4, L.1-28; C6, L. 35-68; C7, 
L.I -41 ). However, the combined system does not disclose explicitly the 
means for periodically scanning whether any of the associated data 
objects is being activated; and means for sending a notifying message to 
at least one of the identified communication partners substantially instantly 
each time one of the data objects is activated. Cushman teaches such 
means of scanning upon activation (C4, L.54-64; C5. L.34-37), Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to follow Cushman's method in order to provide better 
notification. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed 6/1 1/04 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant's argument/s and respective response/s appear 
below. 

Argument I: with regard to all claims, particularly claims 1, 12, 25, 33, applicant 
argues by saying "it is difficult to follow the logic of the examiner's reasoning" and 
by asking "how can, 'each time a data object is sent from one terminal to another, 
a notification message is activated to inform all parties of such update'" be 
equivalent to "sending a notifying message to a predetermined terminal of the 
second party each time a data object is activated by the terminal of the first 
party"? 

Response I: examiner respectfully disagrees with the indicated argument. First, 
it is to be noted that Wright discloses an electronic greeting card system wherein 
a first communicator sends electronic greeting card ID and "personalized 
message" to a second communicator. Here, personalized indicates that the 
second communicator can also be a predetermined/known/recognized terminal 
or called party. Please, see figures 4 and 5. Wright also disclose about including 
originator information to the electronic greeting card to identify the message 
originator (see col. 1 1 , lines 17-27). Instead of or in the manner like identifying 
the originator, it would have been possible/obvious to identify the message itself. 
The relevant features/issues here are, the sending of a second message 
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associated with a first message wherein the association has to do with 
notification. 

Argument II: with regard to claims 1,12, 24, 25 and 34, applicant further argues 
by saying "in short, Alperovich is a system for updating data files stored on 
mobile stations, not a system for notifying a specific person when one or more 
particular data objects are activated in a particular mobile station. 
Response II: examiner again and respectfully disagrees with the argument. The 
greeting card message also includes originator information to identify the 
message originator, which similar to message notification, as described above. 
Argument III: regarding claims 1,12, 24, 25 and 33, applicant argues by saying, 
"thus the combination of Alperovitch and Wright et al neither teaches nor 
suggests sending a notification each time a data object is activated by a specific 
mobile terminal. 

Response III: examiner again disagrees with the argument. Wright is shown, as 
discussed above, as having disclosed a first communicator/terminal 
sending/transmitting a message and source/originator information to a second 
communicator/terminal (see argument 1). Furthermore, Alpperovich teaches that 
a business card can be sent with an update message. In other words, the update 
message accompanies the business card message. This shows that two a 
second message can be sent each time a first message is sent/activated. When 
the two references are combined as shown in the body of the rejection, Wright's 
greeting card message and the greeting card originator information can be 
coordinated in a manner taught by Alperovich. 
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Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Meless N Zewdu whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-5418. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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